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THE TILTON-BRECHER TRIAY,

(ROSS-EXAMINATION OF THE DEFE¥ DANT
BEGUN.
g8E LAST LINKS IN THE CHAIN OF PqRecT TESTI-
MOXY =M. BEECHER AGAIN @LLLED UPON TO
PENY IN BPECIFIC TERMS T7iE COMMISSION OF
ADULTERY —MR. MOULTON ANXIOUS TO KEKP
BACK ALL MEXTION OF THE GIFT oF $3,000—
ME. BE¥CUER ASKEDTO EXPLAIN PABSAGES TN
MES. MORSE'S LETTEFA—HE AGAIN RECITES MORE
PUILY TNE SCENES wWiTH MRE. TILTON AXD THE
INTENVIEW WITE, MR, BOWEN IN DECEMBER,

1870,
Mr. Beecher's W rect examination was eoncluded

yestenlay foremarm, 12:15 o'clock ; and Mr. Fullerton
began the eroak examination. The direct testimony
was fragmontz ry, including contradictions of ten or
o dozen deels radions by the various witnesses for the
plaintif. W.r. Fullerton earried the witness in his
nartative whicli is being repeated very fully, to the
doot of Wy, Moulton's honse ou the night of Dee. 30,
187@, a4 there stopped for the day.
——————

(%.0SE OF THE DIRECT EXAMINATION,

e dismal day had its effect on the number in at-
sl ance and the humor of the andience and actors.
. Beecher was somewhat disposed to be gloomy,
¥ L temper could be judged by his manner. Mr.
divarts was late, and the proceedings were delayed
for a qoarter of an hour. When they were opened it
was soon apparent that Mr, Beecher's direct exan-
ination had been virtually concluded the day before.
A muuber of questions were asked him abont mat-
e in relation to which Mr. Tilton and Mr. Mou'ton
Wl testitiod. By one serives of guestions and answers
it appeared, according to Mr. Beecher, that Mr.
Moulton had expressed anxiety that pe mention
shonld be made of the 5,000 given by Mr. Beecher
for the benciit of The Goldm dge, aud had said
that if mention were made of it he shenld
devy having had it. Mr, Beecher denied that his
card in the papers, calling on any person who had
Wetters of Lis to publish them, was written ag the
suggestion of Mr. Moulton, and he aifirmed that the
original, which was intrusted to Mr, Moulton for
publication, had been alterad. Mr. Beecher, by an-
other answer, intimated that Mr. Moulton had not
prodaced in court all the letters which had been
written to him Ly the defendant or intrusted to him,
This was recoived by the plaintid’s counsel with in-
diTerence, as if little importance was attachad to it
Mr. Beecher also explained, and Mr. Evarts insisted
ou Lis auswer a8 material, that he had pever read the
Younger Dumas's novels, but had read in the Sum-
mer of 157§ the series of the Elder Danas beginuing
with the * Three Guardsmen,”

As bas been hia habit since Mr. Beecher has been
on the stand, Mr. Evarts Samed aclinax; bat as his
final guesiions were Tepotitions of otheis anked at
the beginmng, and a2 the auswers conld be forescen,
the effeet was rather tame. Mr. Evaris's art, how-
ever, wag folle displaved even in this, for by
bi= manner of pitting the questions he secured their
pepetition in the hearing of the jury, which seemed
o be Wis alm, The guestions were those which were
aked on the second day of Lis examination, as to

whether Mr. Becelier had ever improperly solwited 1

ar obtnined any improper Givars from Mrs Tilton. or
eotnitted wilultery with her.  After emphatic de-
ninle by Mr. Beechor, Mr. Evarts paused, as if to let
the jurs take it all in, and weantime glanced along
the jary-box, Possibly he observed that the ques
tons had been lost onone or more of the jury, for
again  turning  fo  the wiiness he asked,
a¢ i proliminarily o another  question,
that Tae Trmese stenographer wonld read the
questson.  The reporter bezan with the last of them,
but Mr. Evarts msisted upon his going buck again,
al the whole series was again read to the jury.
Then Mr. Evarts, in a wore rapid manner than he
had previously displuyed, closod with a series of
giestions, the answers to which were denials of
adultery ot any time, deninle of confeysions of adul-
tery or criminality, and denials of participation in
conversations in which adultery waa chnrged.
“That is all? said Mr. Evarts, nedding to Mr.
Beach and his colleagnes, and the direct examina-
tion of Mr. Beecher, which had lasted 7l duys, wus
LR THL laded.
S~

MR, BEECIER UNDER CROSS-EXAMINATION,

There wiks just the slizhitest stir of interest to indi-
eute the close of the friendly inquiry aod the open-
ing of the hostile dissection of the defenddant, All
evis were, of course, turned npon Mr, Beecher, and
there were sigus of auxiety in some fuces, and of iu-
tervat in nearly all, 1o know what efiect the change
in his relations to the examiner would make in Mr,
Bescher., 1t wonld be untrue to say thatg Mr.
Beeuher appeared as nmnoved when the eross-exnm-
ination began s he had nnder Mr. Evarts's * eonchi-
for, however confident he may have felt, the
rvousness were manifest. It may have
Ling more than the nervousness natural to
linge of posd kunowledge that in-
stead ot beine led to the development of all thai
was favorable to hia v tew of the cuse, Lo was now to
be drawn into espressions detrivental, iuto admis-

ons—to th

slons wihich miglt be construed to his disimdvantage,
into explanations of the more COIMPrcmsing possades
in bis corvespomlenes, and, if possible, into a vexmd
stareof mind, which wonld leave him incompeiont
iptly, and answer
ions which wire to be
ave been its extent
Lent ut the begin-

o caise, the Nervansiess was ovi
of the cross-cxmni though little re-
maed of it at the close when Mr, Beeclier had had
A Opportiiity fo WAt up in des riliing the seencs
of December, with Mr. Bowen and Mr,
Beecher, 1t is more difficult to desenibe these iwlica-
tions of nervonaness positively than negatively. There
ws no tremn blinign ! hands or fingers; Mr. Boecher once
asked for bis memorandnm-hook, and opened and held
it without the slightest agitation or tremuloustess
his bhowguet was as tenderly bandled i ever and as
frequently cartied to his nose, Freguent hesitation
in answering, oceasionally n guarded answer as if
the witness suspected a hidden weaning in the
question, a gloomy aud reserved manner, these were
the chief and mest marked indications that Mr.
Besclier dyeaded, in some degree at least, un ordeal
which he admitted was new to him.  Io did not eon-
tinie long--at least not to the elose of the sxamina-
tiop—and when he had left the witness-chair at 4
oclock he said jocosely that ke did not {oel that

In70,

his *hLide hod been taken off,® “though,™ he added, !

“ there's no telling what will come to-morrow.”

The ercss-examination by Mr. Fullecion wook a
wide range, and fer the first twe Lours was rather
sumbling and confusing to the andienes if not to the
witness, His tirst determined effort was an elabo-
rate attempt to draw Mr. Beecher into an ungualified
eondemnation of Mr. Tilton's teachings as editor of

. die Independent, and an admission that, knowing thut
Mr. Tilton denied the divinity of Christ and was
Otherwise losse in his «iews on orthedes doctrines,
and had indeed foreshadowed Lis views on marriage
and  divoree, the wimess held bam untit to
be the head of the paper. This was done
with the intewtion, subsequently developed, of
wwiking Mr, Beecher how he had come to plice and
westuin mich o person at the kead of a paper of which
JNe was hignself the nominal and responsible cditor,
L'at Mr. Beecher evaded the peint by suying that le
lovked wpen Mr. Tilton's ws s crude mind passing
thiomgh the state nazoral to all yonng redoctive
natwres when traditional religions beliefs give woy
to pewsonal beliefs. Hedid not thaek that Mr. Tilton
was an uuli! person to canduct such & paper ns Thy
Independent, which he deseribed, in s dry, humoroas
wiuy, us o gecular, and “in some e o religious
! paper.”  Mr. Fullerton passed to another topic,

Fuvst of all, he tried to commit Mr. Decclier to a
positive statewsent as to when 1o 1871 Mre, Beecher
baa left Brooklyn for the South, He could fix it uo
mope definitely than ** early in the year,” The pur-
pose of this was not seen untid later in (he day,
when My Fullerton read a letter from Mr. Beecler
of Jun., 24, 1571, to Mrs. Morse, in which he spoke
of s Deeclinr and himself still thinking a quiet

bt =

doubtlesyto show that it was a false pretense that
Mrs. Boaecher was o party to the eommnanication.
Butyit was not shown that Mrs. Beecher had lefy
Bmoaklyn for the South at this time,

A number of Mrs. Morse’s letters were called up,
and Mr. Beecher was ssked to explain the meaning
of certain passages in them, but he was unable to do
80, sayiug if he had ever kuown their significance
be had forgotten it. Rides und walks with Mra
Tilton, visita at the house, the mode of salutation
between minister and parishioner, and many minor
matters of like import were made the sub-
jest of tediously minute inquiries. Mr. Faullerton
then pierced the center of the case. He asked Mr.
Beecher onee more to narrate the incidents of Beasie
Turner's visit to him, his conference with Mrs, Til-
ton, and his advice to her to separate from her hus-
band, the visit of Mr. Bowen on Dee. 26, 1570, the
threatening letter of Mr. Tilton, and the interview
with Mr. Monlton whieh led up to the seene of Dee.
30, 1870, and the final accusation by Mr. Tilton.
When he struck the fimst of these inci-
dents, Mr. Beecher's self-possession was fully
restored, and he gave the scenes more in
detail than he had done before, and with fewer in-
terruptions, The descriptions differed in no material
sense from those of the direct testimony, but there
waa not the same form of construetion or a similarity
in language which notably marked the repetitions of
some of the other witnesses,

Mr. Boecher's cross-examination will probably be-
gin this morning with the recital of the interview of
Diee, 30, 1870, when Mr. Tilton acensed him of adul-
tery (according to the plaintiff) or improper solivita-
tions (as the defendant insists),

S
MRS, TILTON'S TESTIMONY,

It is probable that no objection will be made to
the reception of Mrs, Filton's testimony, which the
defense will probably offer next week, Mr. Morria of
connsel for Mr. Tilton stated yesterday that the
plaintiffs counsel would not object to the recep-
tion of her testimony, and Judge Neilson had alveady
said to a TwBese reporter that, both gides vou-
senting, he shonld permit her to be sworn.

Mr. Beecher's testimony will nnguestionably close
this week, if notindeed on Thursday ; Mr. Oleveland
may then be called : or M, Tilton may be put on
the stand if Mr. Cleveland’s illness continues,  The
future may affect the views of the defense in this
regard, but it is more than probable that the plans
whove indieated will be followed.

b G et haue
TEE PROCEEDINGS—VERBATIM.
e
GEN. BUTLER'S MESEENGER.

The Court met 4t 11 a. mi., pursuant to ad-
Jourument,

Mr. Bescher was recalled, and his dipect examination
restimedd,

Mr. Evarts—Mr. Beecler, this ‘Mr. Henry A. Bowen
that you have spoken of as having made some eommu-
nieativn to yon coneerning Gon Butler, which you had
spaken of to Mr, Monlton—who §s e ; who f# Mr. Henry
A Dowen?! A, He in the oldest son of Mr. Edward
Bowen, o member of my congregition,

Q. Wis lie a evutioman at sny thne connacted with you

i any wiay—Mr. Henry A. Bowen t A No, Sir; [ had

known him sigec be was a boy, but be was o no way

counectol,

| . And this commuonication that he volunteesed to yon
i« all that you kpow about what Mr. Butler hid sald 1

| AL That = all; he wus 8 messengzer, and delivered  his

MUsRaEE.
i —
MR, TILTON TPLEASED WITH HIS WIFE'S
STORY TO THE COMMITTEE,

Q. Mr. DBeecher, T call your attention now
to o statement by Mr. Moulton coneerning an interview
between yourself wnd Lim sfter Mes, Tilton ad given a
statement before the Comunittec of Investigation. Mr,
Monlton says @

1 satd to Mr. Beecher that after Mrs, Tiiton had made
ber statemenut to the Committee Mr. Tiiton wus very
el meensed, and that Mr. Tracy, in » subsegnent io-
erview with buu—in an interview subsequent to Mra.
Tilton's report to the Committee, or statement to the
Cutamites—lid so presented to bim the influeuee which
ner statement had bl opon the Cominitte: that it welted
the anger all out of Theodore Tilton, sud e wis per-
feelly willing to make a statement to the Committes
which sbonld not eontain the fact of adultery between
Mr. Beecher and Mrs, Tiiton.

Was snything <ald to you by Mr. Moulton at that inter-
view, or at any interview, on this subject, thit Mr. Tilwon
wis willing to muke o statement to the Committee whicl
should not eontain the fact of adultery between Mr
Beeelier und Mrs. Ttont A, No, 8ir; bhe did state w me
the fore part of thst conversation.

W Yer. 1will get the conversation in & moment. mid
he in uny sch conversstion say o rou that Mr. Tracy
Bl ssdd thiat It would oot be hard to get from the Com-
mitiee m report (nufavorable, it is trie, to Mr. Boeecher),
on the grouwl of the offepse, but which wonld really
selthe the whole business, and save all the partics con-
cerned trom dshopor o cunsequence of eriiue ! As No,
sir.

G Now, Slr, will you be 20 good as to state that inter-
view Letween yourself and Mr. Moaniton, as you reeall
it A, 1 do not remember the special elrvumstances
under which it took place, Slr, nor where, I recolloct
Mr, Moulton saylng tome thet Mr. Titon was wonder-
fuily imeensed that his wife shoald go down and make o
sialement before the Committee, but that after e saw
Mr. Fruey, and fonnd ot what wos the substanee of her
statement, be on tas whole, seemed to be well Jrleased,

i
ME. MOULTON WANTS THE GIFT OF £5,000
KEIT SECRET.

Q. T eall your attention now to a statement of
Ar, Moulton of an interview with you, the cireum
of which will be sufficlently disposed of by wy resdiog
Mr. Moulton ls asked:

Beechor I'" and

the statement itsulf
“ What did ‘\'I"t'l.l comumunleate o Mr.

anawers: * 1 tolt Mr, Beoeher that Tracy wanted me
1oy vomnmnmieate the st that T h ] #5000 from
Mr. k e to ive Mr, Titon, in onder to stop him from

thon of his stutement, 1 suld when Mr. Tricy
to tell Mr. Tilton that, that that would be a
| -sovious ctehrrnssnen tir e personally, in eousciuenos
of my having reeelved that mowey, and 1 said @ Mr.
Lisew bor thiat [ tokt Mr, Troacy that | was perfeetly willing
o b geieded by hiim with sonnd advice—with any morad,
gond prasoi—with any good peason, and T would eo-
ope-rate with hun o induce Theodors Titon et o pule
Tielt D statement, but b would nog, on any such ground
as that, umdertake to stop it= publication. Mr. Tracy
told me that would cuuse me trouble if it was pub-
Lalied "=

Thongh I believe this 1s not a statement of what be

salld to you.
Mr.,

wel——Yes, it is
rts—Do you think o1 [Reading |
Mr. Tricy told me that that wontid ennse ma tronhls it

it woins puablishied, and ©told him i it cansed e troahte,
It mist cost me tronbie Lot bl dlone Bo wrong, sud
1 el fear any trouble that would come from thad.

I don't know whether thut clagse ls what be sald to
vou, but 1 have resd you the whole of it Now, Mz,
Beechir, do yoit remcember a conversation had with Mr.
Moultou in which this maiter of the 5,000 wae spoken
oft A, 1do,

@ And how; please state how that occurred ¥ A. I
think it oceurred, Sir, on that sawe Sahbath afteruoen in
widel I eeturned from bis house, but § will not be defl-
| poely certan ahout that time—in that neighborbood.
| e o ket e suddenly, atier wo had been tulking about
cre wnd wootace topee, wietier [ had mentioned that
i £5,000 to anzhody, wad [ eeid to him 1 haad, nued b wund-
od 10 Fuow who, and I mentioned. Woll, be said that
woid uot do suy hwet thete, but I must oot mentin
that: thut e should deny it if snyhody clharged ki
with it, ur aiatsd it, that he shonld deay it

Q. Didd you teil oim what yoit Lid sald sbout it aml e
whom 1 A ITdid.

Q What was it A What I had said about il

Q Yes; did you tell X Moolton what you Tusd sudd
abwut it, sod go whom you lud stated T AL Tdid.

Q. What wos i1 A I told bim that 1 weativned it to
Oliver Johnsos, und thet 1 bad mentoned It to Oliver
ok Mr. Jub sald that ho had been vis
wing, as 1 understoed i, at Mr. Curtie's in New-
York, snd Leard ecnsares upen wy unwillinguess to
ysuist Mr. Tiltom from time to time (o lbis embarriss-
memits and troubtes, snd I teld e that it was oot so—
g [ sl always sadd, from the beginning, thet | would
do whistever would kave asy prospect—that is, within
s abile bounds—hsre sy prospect of Lelping him in
L diffoulties, or out of thesn, wod that § hd secently
advaneed 5,000 on the representation twt it wold set
The Golden Age quite afloal.

Q Did Mr, Moulton in this eonvarsation with you ex-
press Ll as to what be felt about your having told
thist w auyluniy | A, Ho asked me with solicitous em-
plinses 3f T Jsdd; and when T lold bim who ©had be said,
w I, that woyld do no harm; thet Le Was coutent with
thut; | g mgt giving his words; [ am conveying the
slsuaee of Ins stutenent 1o me.

Q. Kow, Bir, i gegard (o this conversation about Mr.

Trucy, what had pussed between Mr. Tracy ond Mr
Moulton about this 45,000 and his communicating it—
wnd lis (Mr. Tracy's) wishing that Mr, Moulton should
conuleate the focts wout that $5,000 to Mr, Titon;
do you remember whether that formed o part of the
eouversatlon ! A, Ob, no, 8ir* It did not,

Sourss woe wise,  Jhe idea of Mr. Fullertou wus

Judge Nellsou—Mr. Evarts, the Feporters request (hai

when you read a clanse from the hook you will take the

troubile to give the page ; they think it will facilitate.
———

MR. BEECHER'S CARD INVITING HIS ENE-

MIES TO THE FIELD.

Mr. Evarts—I have been reading from page
174 the last time, and from page 131 the former time—
of the pamphiet. |To the Witness.] Mr. Beecher, 1 eall
your sttention to s card, *Brooklyn, June, 1873."
There does not secm to be any other date to it—Exhibit
No. 28, Just look st it snd get the matter in your mind,
and then [ will ask you some questions about it. | Hand-
ing witness the exbibit.] This is on page 101. June 30
this publication seems to be, [To the wincss.] Well, Bir,
I call your attention to that eard as it was propared, and
as it was published. Please stato how that matter oc-
carred. This is the eard, it your Honor please, and the
Jury, in which Mr. Beecher mys:

Application has been made to Mra, Victoria Woodhnll
for certatn letters of mine, supposed to contaln certain
information respeeting ce infamous stories
me, * * * and all letters of mine in the hands
op?n;fghm persous, they have my cordial couseut o

Q. Now, please state, Mr. Beecher, how that mutter
eame up. A. Well, it eame up on s report, I think, in The
Sun ; T did not myself read it, but heard that there had
been published in The Sun an account of a vislt—

Q. The New York Sun? A. The New York Sun; yes,
£ir: an acconnt of a vikit of Mr. Bowen, accompanied by
Mr. Claflin, to Mre. Woodhnll, in seareh of certain docu-
ments supposed to be damnatory ; and, upon seeing that,
Mr. Cleveland dropped In » momning after—a morning or
two—1 have forgotten exaetly how long—and snggested
W me—

Mr. Beach—That i» not proper.

Mr, Evarta—No, if It s olyected to.

The Witness [sontinning]—the wsubject matter of &
enrd: T thought his suggestion, or general direetion, to he
wine: and 1 went right inte the study at Mr. Beach's
house und drew up, substantially, that card—

Mr, Beach—Whose house 1

The Witness—Mr. Beach's,

By Mr. Evarts—Mr. Moses Beach Y
Reach, 86 Columbla Helghts,

Q Youdrew thiseard ! A. T drew this card, the sub-
stanee of 1t, snd after T drew it 1 read it to a friend, Mr.
Ford, within a few—within half an hour after writing it,
I think, [then took it down to Mr. Monlton. Mr. Moul-
ton was delighted with it ; he told me that he read It to
geveral persons, and they spoke of it with pleasure, a8
being apt and suMelent, and so on. Tleft it in his hinds
then to be published, with discretionary power. He
wrote tome after T left on Monday morning—1 think t
was published on Monday afternoon—Dbe wrote to we oo
the publication of that—

Mr. Evarts—That letter = in evidence, lsn't it1

Mr. Morris—Nuo, 8ir,

Nir. Headhi—No, the letter i« not.

Mr. Evarts—Well, it It (s a letter that is not in evidence
you cannot refer to it. There s something about it—

The Witness—[Te tepeated to me afterward the sul-
stance of what the letter contained ; It was slmply this,
that if it wae thonght best that there should be a little
prefatory matter put apon the cand explalning the reason
why there was something ba it that 1 had not written,

Mr. Evarte—Weil—

M. Beach—0h, theee 1« no objection to it

Mr. Evarts—I understand you. then, that this eand
orlcinated with yoursel?, and wis carvied by you to Mr.
Moulton, snd did not originate with blm?! A Jt orig-
inated with me, and wis carried to him, and then Tleft it
with lim to make in it unimportant changes—anything
that would not invalidate the substanes of the eand.

Q Mr. Moulton has said that he callod attention to this
publication atout Mr. Dowen and Mr Claflin going to
Mrs. Woodlinh, and that he saw gon about i, and he says
that e mabd to you, * 1 think, Mr. Beecher, we can muke
very ghort work of snch lnsiness ; U think and you think
that Bowen has not any evidence fn hia possession
weninet you, and we had better pabllsh a eard in The
Eagle ealling upon anyhody with any papers or evilence
agninst you to produce them; and My Beecher preparod
acarl?” A, No, 8ir: he b« mistaken ahont that Sir. The
suggestion of it came from Mr. Clevelind, and 1 carried
it to Mr. Moulton.

Q. The first introduction of the matter hetween yon
and Wim was your sbowing bim the eard you Lid pre
pared1 A, Yes, Sir

Q. Now, Sir, some alterations were made, whivh are
apparent in the peblicathon as wetrally posdueed and the
card ne originally prepared. Mr. Molion says (o respect
of that:

I saw Mr. Boecher subscquently, and he said he ap-
proved of the plterntions, and thanked me for wy kind
offtees in the nutter, anid Mre. Boceher sald to me further-

Mr. Tilton will put produce any doen-

muore, O eonrse M
menta  *Well,” [ said, *of course he won't ; he has

not got any that [ know of, oviglnal documents, W pros
duwr, and of course 1 won't.”

Did you usk sny such question or receive any suckh an-
swer! A, No, Sir,

Q. Did anything of the kind oeenrt A, No, 8ir.

—iilp—
STOPPING UP THE CHINKS IN THE DIRECT.

Q. Mr. Beecher you have spoken heretolore
of your having received, 1 think, three letters from Mrs.
Woedlinll; do yon remember uow haviog received ag-
other lettert Al Ldo,

. When was that T A, Tdon't know; it preceded an
otier meeting at Stelnway Hall, 1 reeeived uletter fram
Mre, Woodhinll lnelosing one, T think, from wy sister
Mes, Teabella Hooker, and It was that they were—

Mr. Heneli—One moment.  Produce the letter,

Mr, Evarta—We Litve got the letter here.

Mr. Beaeh—You hud better produce it, then,

Mr. Evartse—He has «poken abont Jetters before In o
general way, and you did not require that they should be
produced.

Mr, Beach—"We had learnod of the others,

Mr, Evarts—Please find that Mr. Bhoarman, [After a
search.] That letter is not in court, but T will show it to
you afterwards; if you want it produred we will pro-
dnee 1t [To the witness] Are youn able to state the
time of that letier] A, No, 8ir, T eoudd casily ascertaln
it, bt T have not hid iy attention called to it o as W
Inform myseif abont it

Q. Was it in reference to o publie mecting ut Steinway
Hallt AL It wus,

Q. Of what ! A. It was with reference to 4 meeting in
Steinway Hall—

Mr. Fullerton=The letter will speak for (rself,

The Witness [Coutinuing. |=For Woman's Suffrage.

Q. 0Of what goviety 1 AL It was what we should eall
now the New-York wing of the suilvage movement, aald
women suffrnge movement,

Mr. Bench [Te Mr, Fullerton. |[—Haven't we got a eapy
of that letter |

Mr. Fullerton=No, it is the reply.

My, Lvarts—=Mr. Beecher, Mr, Tilton says in the rourse
of some testimony about the letter to a complaining
triend and spother brief letter to o friend ot the West—
in that relation, or as part of Lis statement coneerning
that, he nees the expression to which [ sow ask your at-
tention. He says: “ 1 will also say that during that
month of Decomber T prepared another stutement, o long
document, which lias hecome technically styled, I don’t
kuow why, the * True Story,’ for it was not a true story,
it was o false one " and then be says: * Me. Boscher sald
he could not bear the publicution of that, that it would
kill bim.” Now, 8ir, (id you ever nse an expre slon to
Mr. Titom that the publication of the “Tie Btory™
wonld kill you? A. [ thiok not, Sir. Idid ted bim that
I would net bear it.

Q. That you have stated. A, Tt was not thet I vould
oot bear i, but that 1 wewld not bear it

Q. You used no such expression, thea? A, No, 8ir; not
in any such semse as it 18 there.

Q Tusk your attention now to a statement of Mr.
Moultou in reference to the period after the publication
of the * Tripartite Agreement,” and & proposed, or
threatened letter of Mr. Tilton in referescs to that publi-
eation.  You reipember that situation sod that me A,
Yaou, 8ir.

Q. Now, Mr. Moniton says that at that iInterview you
psed this expression, that * If Theodore Tltan published
thit lotter it wonld simply be his [Mr. Beecher's] death.”
He was asked, * whose death 1 and he snswered, “ Mr.
Beechers desth.” Now, did you say that to Mr. Moul-
tou! A. No, Bir; [aaid to Mr. Moulton s regard to tha
whobe matter, that the pablication of thsd card, as I wi®
derstood [ts contents, would be—that it weald be 8 pub-
Hentdon that uo man. it it were made and believed, ooukl
stand up under—no clergyman ; aud that it be made that
publieation., it showld bo the end ; that L would sot staud
i that § would tight 16

Q. Then Mr. Moulton speaks abont your showing him
the draft of the restgnation that you had prepared, and
puys le salid to you * that that would not do af all ; that
thist was & virtual confession of the erime, and that & wos
an act of eowardice an bis (your) part to do 1t.” Did be
wse any such language as that to yon ! A, No, Fin He
dlssunded mwe from publishing that card—

M, Fullerton—One momsent. The guestion i« answeoral

Mr. Evarta—What did Lé say ln any connection with
dissuadiug you from the pmblication of that eard! A,
[Coutinuing.] As unuecessary; that the matter could
be arranged, that by or through bls influence with Mr
Titton, and s restralniog Lim, the matier pesd not cowe
tasuch o erisis,

Q. Of your resignation I A. Of the presentation of that
resimlion oF in eguivalent,

@ M Moulton states an interview of this kind: he
says that {n this sams counection of the resignation Le
bad an interview with Mr. Thtou, and that be reported
thie subslisuce of f W you, aud Le says, U answer W the

T was there,
A. Mr. Moses 8,

question : * What 414 yon say to him 1" “1 wold Mr, Til-
ton strongly objeeted to the publieation of the resignation,

elear statement, in
and

H

“ Clearly that elearly, If the resignation
published, it would be a virtual confeasion of
your relations with Mrs, Tiiton, and it onght
to be done.” Did any such thing oceur? A. No, Bir;
that is, neither he nor I uttered any such words as that
in my presence,

Q. Then he says further: “1T told Mr. Beecher that
Mr. Tilton waa gnite violent; Mr. Filton salll that he
would shoot Mr, Beeeher if he did it; T think that T
mentioned that to Mr. Beecher; thit Is what Mr. Tilton
told me, at all events.” Did Mr. Monlton commuileate
that to you! A. I think he did not, and I know he did
not.

Q. Yon never had any such threat aa that communl
eated to yuu! A. Oh no, 8ir; [ had never any such
wurning.

Q. Please look at this letter, and aee If it in the letter of
Mra, Woodlinll that you referred to m your testimony
this morning. A, Yes, Sir, T should think this is the let-
ter; this s the contents of it; 1 am not familiar enough
with her handwriting to say this is her handwriting.

Mr. Evarta—I will read this letter. [Reading.]

No. 44 Beo, . - tb. 7, 187"

Rev. H. W, nugn:r;?'}!ﬁ:%‘r%ﬁ'&h ithr ?l-u
will percelve that Mrs, Hooker me W secnrm
steinway Hall for our May eonvention. I saw Mr, Stein-
way, Who ohjects to letting our assoclation bave the lall
tut will do o upon your recommendation, which, of
CUIITRE, cannot ohject to gvln‘. sinee it is for @ cause
in which many of your frienids are en, Wil you b
kind enongh to send me what you I8 t {n the mat-

ter by the roturn mwall, and very mach oblige yours, sin-
cerely, eToRIa C. WOUDBULL,

Mave yon any knowledge or recolleetion of any other
letters thun have pow beem referred to by youl Al
have not, Eir,

Q. Mr. Beccher, Mr. Moulton has prodaced hero in evi-
denee various letters that you wrote to him during the
course of these years of your associatien with him; did
you write other letters than thoss that have becn pro-
duced! A, Yes, sir; Idido

Q. I now call your attention to a statement of Mr.
Moulton's. Mr. Moulton mentiona an oceasion on which,
you and he being talking, Mr. Jereminh P. HEolinson
came along, and in refercnce to that interview he is
wekied to state whether Mr. Beecher knew from lhim at
that time thut Mr. Robinson had begn put in pogsession
of these seerets, and Mr. Moulton #aya T told him that T
bad told both Mr. Woodrnff and Mr. Robloson. Had yon
ever heaed from Me. Monlton that he had told them !
A. He never told me any sneh thing abont cither of
them. [ had no knowledge In regand to either of them.

Q. Then he is arked : “ What did you tell Mr. Boecher
you hid told Mr, Robinson,” and he pnswered, © 1 tolld
lhim that I had told him the fact concerning the relation
between Elizabeth Tilton and himsolf,” What did you tell
tell him yon had told Mr, Woodmff? A, The same.

Q. Had Mr, Monlton tnformed you before that time oraf
any time that be had told either of his partnerst A,
Nelther before that thoe, nor at that thme, nor at any
time after,

. Now, Mr. Beccher, T eall vour attentlon to a state-
ment of Mr. Moulton's of this kind:

I remember, $ir, having sabd to My, Beecher that T hadt
been questioned by Mr. Baster on the subiect, and by
otliers, whose wames 1 don't pow recolloel, and that Thad
undertaken o misiend them by stating to them in the
et plmee that i the story was fene, [ was infaioous, dul
A0 it wans Talse, 00 wis dblaboliond ; vt If bis o was ot
an answer to it §dido't elwwose to ke any, and tiat T
didn't think it wus pecessary; bat that bhiing pressod
elose, | had dended the tragh of the eriminal intereourse
with Mrs, Titon, and said be was s pure man.

Then Mr. Moglton says, that in answer to that you
thinked lilm—yon sald sou thaeked him for doing that,
anid you sald there was ouly one way, sinee Iving was
mecensary, aml il was o Le subitimely. DUl anything
of that Kiad occurt A, [ must dispute the parcotage of
that plirnde, sir,

@ Did you say anyihing of that kind! A, Ddid not
way anything of thit kind. L never nsed that phrase b
allbnor did 1 ever thaok him for the specinl seryice
wiileh be alleged he pendesed to me through Mr. Baxter.
He il stiate to me that he bid seen Mr, Baxter, and that
he had told him that If my e of 20 or 10 yewrs was not
an answer to the Woodbull seandal. then charucter was
good for nothing.

Q. Did you, in that eonversation, or In any eonversg.
tion, reeelve from lim a statement that be hod ted for
you; and dit you, in peferenes to any siteh statement, or
in nny manter, thank him for lying for yin 1 AL No, Sie;
1 never did: nor did be evor say i, 1o give me an oppaor-
tanity to do so,

Q Did he ever say or intimate to yon that in the state
ments of exoneratlon of you, which be bad made to
othern, he had spoken falsely 1 AL No, Sir,

Q. Mr. Beeolier, something wis sald hy Mr, Redpath
abont his gading you reading a novel of Dumas's, Al It
I8 fact,

Q. Which of the Dumas, the elderor the younger!

Mr. Fullerton—Is that muterial |

The Witnesa —Dimas, the futher: the olil one.

Mr. Evarts—Thore 18 & very great difference hetween
them,

Mr. Fallerton—Yes: In age.

Mr. Evarts—Yes; and in the eharmeter of their novels,

The Witness—I have never read anything of the
younger Dumas,

Mr. Evarts—Do yon ¥now what novel of the elder
Dunuie this was that you were remling | AL Tonly know
thiat that summer T repd the *“Three Musketeers—" s
it1 or the *Three Guardsmen;” the *Count of
Braganza "—isn't there something— 1

Q. Well, you may state. A, There are three stories,
connected i o series,

Q. Well, one of them bs what !

Mr. Beach—0One of them bs * Twenty Yoars After”

The Witness— One 18 * Twenty Years After”

Mr. Evarte—One is the * Thiee Masketecrs,” and one
“The Three Gnardsmen,” {8 It not 1

Mr. Fullerton—[Vistudusly.] Tdon't know; T have
never read them,  [Langhter.]

Judge Neilaon—1 think he has given them correctly, I
have read thom more than once.

The Witness—I have read them;
“ Munte Cristo,"

Mr. Evarta—Well, it was ona of those novels that yvon
were rending 1 Al Yea, Sl 0t was one of those novels.

Mr. Fullerton—1 um not prepuovd (0 eross-exitine in
regand to this. | Langhter.]

Mr. Evarts—0Oh, you can read np ; yon ean read np.

Q. Mr. Bereher, ln the early stage of this examination,
when 1 hiwl bronght the matter down to Decomber, 1570,
in your relations with the varions partles who figure in
this matter, I tmignired of you whether theee had been
any improper relations between Mres. Tilton and yoursel?,
in variona formas of question; I now have to ask you
whether sinee the 1st of December, 1570, and until the
ecommencement of this suit, there have been any im-
proper relations Letween Mrs, Tilton snd yourself 1 A,
Nume at all, i

Q. Have you askod from her any lmproper favors? A,
None whatever,

. Or reecived auy from her 1 A, None whatever,

Q. Mave you ind any sexnal interconrse, or casnal fn-
tereourse, with ber sluce the perdod [ pawe antll gow |
A. No, Sir.

| A puase.]

Mr. Evarts [To The Tribane stenographer]—Will you e
s good ae to read my lsst question,—I don't want to
leave any gap !

The Tribume stenographer read the question as fol-
lows:

Have von had any sexnal interconrse or earnal Inter-
ecourse With ber sinec jho period §nsme until gow §

Mr. Evarts—Read whai | ~fated before that.

The Taibune stenograpler read the four questions and
answers, a8 Tollows:

Q. Mr. Beochwr, in the curly stage of this examina-
tion, when | liad bronght (e pustter down to Decewber,
1570, Ia your reistlons with the various parties who
tsure in tils musiter, Timgnired of you whethor there had
Leen any lwpioper telddions between Mrs, Cliton and
yoursell, in varwus formus of queation; Toow huve to
ulkJ\ﬂ whetper since the st of December, 1570, and
untll the commen ement of this swt, there have been
any lwproper olidlons betwoen Mis Tliou aod your-
scltl A, None at all, Sir,

. Have you asked from her any improper favors? A,
Nutwe whatever,

. Or recelved from hert A. None whatever,

. Have you any wexual nterconrss, or carnal
intercourse with ber dloce the period | name antll now
A. No, Bir,

Q. 1 will pow ask yeo, Mr. Beecher, whether, from your
first scqualatance with M. Tilton until the presens
thme, you have ever had auy Unproper relations with hee,
recelvod any favors fram her unsidtable for a worsan to
grant, asked any such favors from her, or ever had any
sexuil connecon with her 1 A, No, Bir, [ never have,
‘There s beew nothing etween bes and mie suswering
tw any of those guesiions.

. Mr. Boecher, Mr. Tiios was asked this genern! ques-
tion ab the close of Mis direct examination
w, [ want to aak you this general guestion, whather

I have alio read

frow tirst to last Mr. Beechier ever desied the voominad
fnterconrse with Mes. Tilton? He answered, * No, S0

I nsk your, in connevtion with that gquestion and that
answer, Whethor Mr, Tiiton ever used to you, or In your
presence, any language of accusation, or imputation, or
of intimation, that there had ever been ertmioal inter-
eotirse  between yourself sud Mre. Tilton!? A, Never
did.

Q. Now, the answer proceeds with this statement—the
wnswer of Mr. Tilwon [afior o pause), ss it s stated
berv:

1 wowld Like 19 awend that suswer, Mr. Fallerton, W

Tiltan, or in soy answer you made to any such Acquas-
tlon, imputation, or intimation 1 No, [ never did, Bir,
Q And Mr. Moulton was asked ut the closc of his redi-
rect examinativn ;

ere {4 but ano other queation, Mr. Moulton, and it 1s
this: In any of the conversafions to which r atten-
tion has been ealled va your n by the
other side, with Mr. Beeabier, or to which yudr attention

was direeted upon direct examination, did Mr. Besaher
ever deny to you his sexual intercourse with Mrw. Tilwn !

A. Never.

Now, Sir, did Mr. Monlton in all his interconrse with
you, in any of his conversations with you apon the sab-
m:dmmmm:ﬂnuwumw
Jecta connected therewith thas formed the topica of con-
vernation between you ab any time, make any sceusation,
or imputation, of !stimation of sexual intercourse be-
tween yourself und Mra. Tilion?  A. He never did, Bir,

- —
CROSS-EXAMINATION OF MR. BEECHER.

When the answer to the last question was
given, Mr. Evarta bowed, and, without saying a word,
sat down. Seeing the movement, Mr. Fullerton under-
stood that the direct examination was finkshed, and, open-
ing & large portfollo, containing sheets of foolscap, with
clippings from Tie TRIBUNE'S réport pasted ou them, and
comments in pencll in the margios, be rose and began the

erons-e xamination, as follows :
il

WY MR. BEECHER PREFERED TilE NEW-
ENGLAND FORM OF OATH.

By Mr. Fullorton—Mr, Beecher, whoen the Bible wus
presented to you with @ view to administer the ot 1
welieve you refused to swear npon it—preferred to swear
with the uplifted hund. Haoa that been your custom else-
where (n taking an osth 1 A. [ bad pever taken—I had
o enstom of taking oaths ; 1 had wever to my memory
taken an vath until this suit began, exeept to swear to o
doenment or something of that kin'l, and always then I
Lisd been ealled to swear by the uplifted band.

. Did you appear before the Grand Jury when the in-
dletwent was feund against Theodors Tilton © A, T did.

Q. DI you then and there gwear upon the gospel I A,
1 presume T did, 8e.

. Dan't you recolleet that you didt A. Ido pot rec
ollect distinetly, bt T presume that il

Q. You died not state then amd there that yon had eon-
sclontions seruples ngnlust swearlog upou the Bible I A,
I disl not.

Q Have you no recollection npon the subjret as to
whether you did then and there swear on the Guepels
A. 1 have nooe at all, Sir.

Alr. Boaeh [to Mr. Fullerton)—What were his conse e
tions sernples |

M. Fullorton—Yen; what were your eonsolentions
sernples when you were asked to take an aatli In this
ease 1 A It diil not appear to me, Mr, Fullerton, until
after [ camo into court here and heard the various wit-
NeAses sWearig o examine lnto the oath minutely, and
whien Leame to swear 1 felt that [ was anwilling to swear
except by wilirmation ; [ should—my privite preference
wourld have Deen the oatl, bat if Tswor in the ondinary
sete of e term * swearing,” by nothing else than by
God, nnd not by any lower furm or symbol of the Divine
[rresened,

Q Do you recoileet how you swore to the doenment
thust you speak of—whether by the nplitted hand or upon
the Gospels | AL To what document, sied

Q. Tiw noe thiet you allodead to. Trofer to the answer
fn this ense 1 A Ddon't takie your meaning, Siv; excuse
e,

Q ‘The answer that you pat ia to the complaint of the
pladnti fu this case s aaworn answer 1 A, Yen, Bir,

), 1t was not sworn upon the Gospels when you alfixed
your nawe aml awore to the conwnls of it, wusit! A1

hink I did nor, Sir.

Q. Have ¥on any recollection npon the milject? AT
preolleet of the time of swerring to it, and wheee Teawore
tis dt, Wit 1 dow't recolleet swearing upon the Gospels.

. Do you pecolleet that you did wot © vear upen the
Gospels? A, No, Sir.

(. Tiwen you liaye no recolloction on the snbjeet, T
take it 1 AL T have n vecollection of everyihing exeept
the partientar form in wihich T took the oath, It wins ud
stindstered to me In New-Hampshire, and whatever the
enstomary form there s, that I took.

— -—
MRS, PEECHER'S ABSENCE IN 1871

Q. Fullowing the conrse of the direct exam-
inatia, [ will pow skt you whether M, Beecher was not
abisent (o the early part of 1571 from this clty and foom
tils conntey —from this eity 1 A, The carly part of 1 4711
Bl may have been gone (o the wounth of Juiuary, 1571,
put [ eannot spesk assuredly from memory nuw. sShe
wis not gone until abont that thne,

. Dom't you revollect that Mr. and  Mrs. Moulton met
Mrs Becelier in Flovids during thelr absence ln the varly
part of 18711 AL [recoliect that Mr, Moulton spoke to
et andd miy wife afterward of 4 mecting there, but Mrs,
Beecher went down early lo the year of 1571, aod Me.
Mouwlton i Mareh of 1571, aud it was somewlere after
thee 1st of March, probably lo April, that they mct in
Flortida,

(1 Yort are not alile to state, as T understand you, the
particular tme when Mey. Beoelier did leays furthesouth
it that year ! Al D think I eonld, probabiy, i you will
allow me to look at my chrouelogy.

Mr. Fullerton—Certalaly.

The Witiess—1t may have been put down there. There
are n few of those— [Refurring t o papes] Ldon't see
any record of it glven, Sie

Q. Do you recolleot the duration of her abnence at
thst timot A, [ thiok she returned o May, sir, but 1 eay-
not b very certiin of it

Q. Cin you state who was your housekoeper duaring that
Winene of Mes, Beocher ! A, It was May, u 1871 [Aftey
thinking.] Teannot red all who it was,

. Wis it uot one of your sisters! A, My sister, Mis,
Perkiny, kept bouse for me during two sedsius, two
absences, but [ eanoot just at this woment i the date of
the .

. Was alia the only sister who kept honse for you dur-
Ing aniy absence of Mrs, Beecher! Ao She was,

(. Can younow stite that Mrs. Perking did not kevp
house for you In the latter part of 1a71, when Mres.
Pevelier was dbsent in the South i A 1 don't ot present
feel willlng to make a definite statement on thal matter,
becsise b may lave been tn 1572, tho Winters of 1872-J
and 18784, but [ do not remember distinetly now,

( Wia Mra, Boealier ever absent at the Bouth without
your having & housekeoper? Al She was Dob; I think
not, My daughter Kept bouse for we one season, Mrs
Perking two sensous.

. And ean you uaine any other persont A, [ don't
recolluet any aow.

e

MR. TILTON'S RELIGIOUS DEFECTION,

Q. When did you first hear anything to the
affeet that Theodore Tton had fallen from the orthodox
fudth 1t A, Well, in that very broad form, [ don't know
that T esaotly hid heard of it untll qaite late, but sugges-
tiuns of lovsencss and of dangerous tendencies [ heasd as
curly ns 1565,

. Looscness in what respect ! A, Looseness in regard
to his theologieal views,

Q Well, then, you den't regard them as orthodox, If be
wis louse— A, [ did, substaotially, in the early part.
1 thought only that be was going through that fertenta-
ton of mimd which every ingenious wnd active-minded
min goes theough, or ought to go through, by which the
traditionary bellefs aro ch d to bis p [T N

Q. When ilid you bear thut be had got through! A, 1
have never beard it, 8ir. | Laaghter. |

Q You nover heard, then, that he was not orthodox in
his fudeh 1 A, I have beard, certainly, that he was not
orthodox In s faith; but you asked me when he got
through that fermuentation.

Q. Huve you not beard, and frequently bheard, thut be
bad settiod down upon what might be termed infldel
potlans iu regucd w religou! A No, 8ir; I don't know
that T have.

@ In your direct examination you spoke of some artl-
clia of lus published in The 'ndependent which exoited
sote comment inthe North-Weat., Among others you
alluded to your Lruther, Dr. Edward Beecher. Do you
revallect what those articles were, the sabject of thom?
A I 1 recollect aright, those artieles—I never have el
them sivee the day that twy were published, that T now
recall=they were giving the idea of the Catholle misslon
of The Independent, of the larcencas of its Catbolleity,
and the comprebensiveness of e minds that it weant o
inelinke; wmid | orecolleet very distinetly saying that 1
regared Mr. Tillon as stating what probubly was o troe
anid aufe thing In an loesperfenced manner that would
cxcite the fears amd alarm the prejudices of 4 great wany
good men,

Q. The doctrine thera taught in those articles you ap-
proved oft A, There was no dectrine o themw, i the
tevhnical sense of the term.

Q The policy t A, No, 8ir; T did not think the policy
WS W ine,

€ Did you think It was sound? A, If it wis Dot wise
it was not soumnd.

. Thew you thought it was unsound, did you?! A 1
thought it wus unsound (o the sense of poliey.

Q Did you thiok the scuthuents were true or uptrue

theretn expressed! A. It waa not & question of sentl-
ment, Hir; it waa n question of policy, the conduct of the

paper.

Q Did you think the eritielsms of your brother Dr.
Edward Bescher were well founded! A. No, Sir; 1did
pot, beenuss the eriticisms were upon me.

Q. SBupposing you to be responsible for the paper? A.
Yen, Bir; be thought 1 still was responaible for Lhe paper
to n degree.

Q. Well, did you approve of the criticlsms, so far as the
articles themaelves were concerned, irmapective of aay
question that was imputed toyoul A DidI—

Q. Approve of the articles? A. Of the artieles?

Q. Yes, 8ir! A. No, sir; I don't recall that 1 ever did.

Q. Did you ever soo in The Independent any artiele im-
puted to Theodore Tilton which you thought to be un-
sound In religions docteine t A, [ do net rocall now that
I ever had brought to my attention any article that dis-
cussed doctrinnl questions by him.

Q Did you ever read any of his teachings that you
thought wers perniclous in their effect? A, [ don's now
reeall anything exceps that which I criticised on the
mauwmummmum paper,
unpﬁduuwmo{m'mt
thought he could have stated consclentiously better.

Q. To what extent were complaints made of Tl reliz-
jous doctrines and teickings? A, That I am not able to
say, Sir, except—

Q. 8o far as they eame to your knowledze! A. I bave
an impressjon that with what are called the rigorously
orthodex of New-England, and with what were ealled the
orthodox of the Norti-West, there waa & growing dis-
tavor to his tenchings ; it was my general impression.

Q. Didu't they exeite distrust o Mr. Tilton as &
religious teacher 1 A. Did they not in the mind of these
went

Q. Generally, so far o you wers informed of the effeet

of his artickes 1 A, My impression was that the more rg-
ormis orthodox were steadily being set aguinst m, but
thut their place was helug tuken by what would be called
the wslve wing of the Chureb.
& Well, judging from what you heard us to the eflecia
of his teachings upon the publi or Christian mdnd, did
you think that he was a safe Christian teacher § A L
would not have said that [ thought him to be & safe pul-
lie teacker of doctrinal matters, hut from the time that
he d the chief went of he Indep 4
namely, from 1574 to 1875—

Mr. Evarts—1564.

The Witness—I beg your pardon—1564 and 1865 T did
not tiink of him m the light of & docsrinal teacler; I
thought of i in the light of vne who applied ethial
watier to practical tuogs,

Q. He was the editor of Jhe Independent, was be ot ¥
A. He waa.

. And it was a rellgions paper! Al Nof ln the s ns
of & radically religious paper.

4 Inany sense was [t a religlous peper? A Yea, Bir,
1 think It woa in some sonse,

. Was it not pogarded asa religious paper ' A, Yea,
Sir; it pussed in that cluss unuestionalily.

Q. Dida’e it prownizate the sprelal doctiines of a class
of Christians ! A, It did wheu it was under the direeton
of Dr. Bacon, Dr. Storrs, and Ur. Thompson.

Q. Under the dircction of My, Tiltun ! A, Idon't think
ib did.

Q. Before that it did, you say ! A. Before it peasss
ool of the hands of those geotlemen it did

¢ Had it fallen from grace lu that vespeett A TE had
fallen trom the grace of doetins] teiching.

Q. Andassumed what charneter? Al It assumed farm
more 8 question of vital seliglous form and of vitall
public ethics, und disenssed Lvisg questivus from the
stundpoint of Clhcisthan tth,

Q- Thon, you never =aw anytilng in The Inidependcond
ws cotaing from Theodore Tion, and oever beard of any-
thing, as L understand you, fiom sty guarter, in the way
of eriticlsms npon his teachings sid sentiments, that
cased you to distrust the sounduess of his religlons
viewst A No, sir; you don’t undeostand we right i€
you understand we s,

Q. Then, plense set me tight by what you have to sy
npon that salject ! Ao T said that 1 eegarided him as
bring in a transitional state, and as holding lmperfecs
views whielh would gradually be ripened and Decowms
more perfoct, but [ had lope of Llm in his carcer, how-
ever much T acght think that cortaln parts of it were lui-
proctical or erude,

¢ Did you think that he expressed bls real sentiments
in the articles that appeared o e Independent 1 A.

U adowhredly. '

Q. When did yon Mrst hear of his wife complaining of
Wimd i respect Lo bin religlous doctrines 1 AL T ennnod
give you apy fucther special date, sir; 1 tUink ue carly o

—It ny hase Decn a8 vl Iy as 1905 or 1=, alung thern

ey

somew hiere,

Q When was it she ertatiited Fou as to whether it was
gifo far ber to being up hor clilldecn ander sucl influcnces
as he exerted In respect fo religlous doctrine? A |
eould not recolleet it uny more than Lo sy It was betwern
a term of years,

Q. Locate it aa near as you can! A, I alipuld say be-
twaen 1865 amd Ts60,

W Dl you then oarn speeifieally whiat bis views were ?
A. 1 hadt tearned from him during that tme more or léss
Wf the unsettloment of his talth i the DIvinity of Christ.
I legroed also from bim that was inclined to whae
might bo enllod not au anbelle? i the tuspiration of the
Sepiptures, but waat s culled o loose doctrne of inspirs=

Hlom,

Q Well, tsmot i loose docteine anhelief, in your judgs
ment b AL It doepends npon Liow Liose 0L s,

Q. Well, s loose a8 Thoodore Tilion's wast A, That s
too remote, Sip, and the question itsolf Ls so procise—

G As loose aa o learned it to T from bim or from his
wite! A. 1 resarded bis doctrine of the DMviaity of
(hrist ws worse than loves; 1 thouglt thst W be
herrtical.

Q. And you Tearped that as carly as what year? A L
chnnot say, Sir.

Q. Prior o 1~ 0. T anderstand out A, Prior to 15608,
I think, tbut I will got be vory positive

1), Well, that Lelue his telief upou that subject, do o
think that be was & At o o be at the head of o re
liglous new 1 A, 1 think that if he was at tha
bl of & theologdon] mseasiue Le wonld be the Last man
thut was 8¢ for it, but g the bBead of o pager that dulo'®
undertake to extmtnd theology, bt only the spplicativia
of Clirtstian etiles, T didu't =v anyiling m that.

Q- You thought o6 was well ol gl ! A, No, Bir, nut
well enough.

. 1t might be better? AL Tat i was tolembie

o Well, it wis tolovable; that s all; it coald be ene
dared | A, It was o thing to be e widured.

Q Did you oot think it would e belter ta have some
sviugder tian et the bead of that paper! A 1 do not
know that i oconrred to e,

Q- You read The Independent, did you notd A, Nok
much after 1 left 18,

Q. Didu't its vlews accond with your ownl A, Yos,
Sir, [aupposs they did; 1 might Rave plekod out of it e
vast amount that dul, but §dide’t resd 6

- ——
DISSATISFACTION WITIT MR. TILTON IN THE
NORTH-WEST.

Q. Now, Mr. Beecher, in that councction [
desire o call your attention to somethiog et has been
sl heretofore, Flease look af that pessage marked in
redd, and state whother it refreslive your recollection ue
o the—

Mr. Evarta—What page ls it

Mr. Fullerton  [Showing book to Mr. Evarts j—The
poges are uniike. [To the Witness.] See f you re-
member at any thme of Laving sail anything (o thin
effct:  [Reading. |

Wune years before any open trouble hetween Mr.
Tiltow and mysclf, his doctrines, as sot forth o the
The Independent, aronsed a4 sterm of
gnatlon  among  Ue repeescrtalive Congregmons
wiiste 1 the West; and as  the paper was sl
very  largely sappossd  to Le my orgen, [ was
written to on the salieet.  In reply I indimantly dis
claimed all responsibility for the views expeessd by
Mr Tiwn., My ther Edwand, theu living o Lloos,
wias  promivent in the rmonstrem o Gddressed W Mr.
Bowen econcerning the course of his paper nnder Mr,
Tiiton's management. 1§ wis unde rstaood thar Mr. Howrn
:‘EP:.LI:; e n-r‘:;,umn of proves dings arisng oub of this

FHIONSLERI e, Ve Ilon o Zap,

allar views, but Inmd‘o? &‘lr mi-‘ymr‘: m{

ruer in the suddie than before, and his loose notions
0 and diverce began lor lnr!‘h shindowed ed)-
starting of | Advance
1 hivngn, To an Independent ';u t‘l'u !nrl'h-'.
Woat, nod Mr. Bowen was made to feel that Mr. Tliton's
il ment was  seriously injuriag the
Mr ton mny have felt that his position was
undertalned by oppouents of bis views with whom bhe
subsequently prewonded to belleve | was 0 lengie.

Do you recollect that 1 A, Yes, Sir, substantially that.

. Was thut substantlally traed A It wes, Sir, sub=
stantially true.

Q There was, then, a storm of (ndignation among the
Congregutionaliste with regurd to bis views? A Of the
Novth-West !

- Of the North-West—and you indignantly disclaimed
all responsibllity for the views expressed by Mr. Tileon,
did youl A, DAL to my brother Edward; 1 was novep
brought lnto any relatous with Congregutionalists of
the North West, as such.

Q. What gave rlse to your indignation! A, Beonuss my
brother wrote we a very severs letreér,

W Well, you were oot indiguant al your brother? A, I
Wikh,

. Indignant at him—is that the sentiment exprossed
bers whieh [ have read? A, [ don't Know bhow, Sir.

O [Reading.] “ Lo reply T indignantly disclaimed all
responsibility for the views expressed by Mr. Tilton 9 A,
It veply 1indignantly expressed—disclaimed all respons

sprapetl

sibildty —for the views expressod Ly Mr. Tltun, wy



